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Hoard (Dick), 

Tbic is tii? time of the day the sun neats my office up and I«ve 
mp.t find neat cunongonial, a large case of chiggers, all over, so this acknolwedge- 
n^nt of your 6/c/ neon on CEa 59 and 60 and your 6/o to Die* Kill be yaort. I hope* 

You are correct on C3e Bather FBI 60. 1 hove studied the phtoo tnoy will 
not moke ot si Labia in copies, the one 1 wrote you about* Ynose silts were never 
made by a bullet or a fragment and, es 1 earlierauggested, likely from a 

scalpel. I en going to sue for tnie FBI oxnibit in photographic fom* Mitchell 
nc3 not yet responded to thiaoone. And l f a not hurryine him* 

7ou probably right stout *ink. he probably ned a base picture de 
and, like others working with the nnte^ele of others, didn*t understand what it 
proves* Let me know what Archives replies. lifton has Tlinl^s nicturea, or sorce of 
them, bu 4 * do N'T? ask him for this. 

Fror your earlier oc-rospondenco his pictures were taken earlier and 
the fragment was mi ns in - before rains was taken. &it tuis is assuming Aren honesty, 
as I do not always do* I toll you that bpfore the Tink picture was ta?cen, there 
v;as no loose rrrtal, for I did examine it witn care, out of tno case, However, when 
my picture was meie. Johnspn showed mo what he said were r fink«8. and there was 
no base picture included, x hls does not mean there was none. 

Lfct me add thi* caution: without seeing tne footage, you cannot be certain 
ink was showing v/hot you say, ia a professor, end ho msy nave been uointing out, 
on a single aide view, for the benefit of those in txie audience he might have 
thought otherwise might not have understood tiie nomencL'-rture, which enu was tne 
nosr, which the base. 

Boat to both, 


Iff 


